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88. All these and such like cases would be inexplicable, if a Ap-
parent Inconsistency " were not different from a Inference." If, even
when having such a distinct form and character, the name " Inference '*
be given to it, then you may have yonr wish..

Tkus ends the Chapter on u Apparent Inconsistency^9

(SECTION 9).
ON' "NEGATION."

1-2. In the case of an object where the aforesaid five means of
knowledge do not function towards the comprehension of the existence of
that object, we have Negation as the sole means of cognition. The ascer-
tainment of the non-contact (non-existence) of an object (^P6110^8 upon
the validity of this (Negation; as a means of cognition.

2-4. The non-existence of curd in milk is called " Prior Negation"
(Pragabhava) (1) ; the non-existence of milk in the curd is called u Des-
truction ff (Dhwansa) (2) ; the negation of the horse, &c., in the cow, and
vice versa is known as " Mutual Negation " (Anyonyabhava) (3); the lower
portions of the hare's head, being devoid of hardness and a supernu-
merary growth in the form of horns, is called " Absolute Negation"
(Afcyanfcabhava) (4).

5-6. If Negation were not accepted as a (distinct) means of cogni-
tion, then we would have the existence of curd in milk, of milk in curd,
of the jar in a piece of cloth, of horns in the hare, of intelligence in the
earth, <fcc., of shape in the Soul, of odour in water, of taste in fire, of form
together with these two in the Air, and of tangibility and these three in
the Ak&9a.

7*8. Nor again could we have any usage with regard to the
differentiation of causes and effects, &c.y if Negation were not classified into

^8 All that we want to prove is that the form and character of Apparent Inconsis-
tency are distinct from those of Inference. This having been satisfactorily proved, i^
even then, you persist in calling it " Inference," you may do so. The word may be
explained as that which is the means of something cognised after {or in the wake of) some-
thing else (Anu-^pafcat) wyate aneroa);and when fchtis explained, the name "Annmana"
is applicable to all the means of right notion. And as such, we have no objection to
the name being given to Apparent Inconsistency.

1-2 Says the Bhashya: " Negation too, being an absence of all other means of
notion, gives rise to the notion it exists not with regard to a remofce object." To
this an objection is raised : " That which consists of the absence of the means of
ri^ht notion cannofc itself be the means of right notion " ; and with a view to this
objection, we explain the word " Pramanabhava" (absence of the means of right notion)
aa the absence (or non-application) of the aforesaid jive Pramanas. By means of
these five objects as cognised as existing^ while by means of Negation they are cognised
as non-exiiting.

1-8 This Karika is levelled against those who hold that 'Negation being a non-entity
cau never be a means of right notion,; the card does not exist while the milk lasts, it